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IntroductiorL 


In  Ilarcli  1928,    the  Office  of  Cooperntive  Extension  TJork 
cooperated  'u-itli  the  Ehodc   Isl;Tnd  Extension  Service  in  a  study 
of  the   effectiveness  of  the  Cooperative  Extension  Service   in 
influencing  farmers   and  farm  women  to   accept   the   improved  farm 
.-^jnd'home  practices   Deing  recommended.      The  findings  of  this 
stv.dy  were  puolished  in  Extension  Service   Circulo,r  89 — Effect- 
iveness  of  Extension  in  Influencing  EuroJ  Peoplej   A  Study  of 
379  E'-rris  and  Earra  Homes   in  UeA^^port,   Providence,    rJid  Kent 
Counties,   H.I; . 

The  study  reported  in  this   circular  vras  undertaken  in 
an  effort  to  measure  the  progress  made  "by   extension  work  dur- 
ing the  5-year  period  1928-33.      Data  are  presented  shov/ing  the 
growth  in  extension  influence  during  the  5-year  period,    and 
how  the   extension  accomplishments  of   this  period  compare  with 
those  resulting  from  extension  effort  during  the  period  organized 
extension  wor^c  had  "been  coriducted  nrior   to   Mr.irch  1928. 


Method  of  Collecting  Data 

The  1935  data  ■..'ere  collected  during  March  of  that  year,  or 
alirio::t  exactly  5  years  after  the  1928  data  were  collected.  The 
personal-interviev/  sujrvey  method  was  used  in  "both  instances.  The 
survey  parties  were  composed  of  members  of  the  extension  staff  at 
the  college  and  of  coionty  extension  workers  from  other  parts  of  the 
State.  County  extension  ag-nts  did  not  take  records  in  their  ov/n 
counties.    (Pig.   la  and  To.)     - 

^    .  ,  .Eecause  of  .the  increased  personnel   for  ^hQir.e  demonstration  and 
4-H  cluh  .v/ark,    soon  after -1928,    records  were  obtained  in  1933  from 
rural  no-a-SxTm,  homes   as   well   as   farm  homes.      Separate   s"uimmaries  of     ■ 
the   t'-yo    classes  of  records  have  "been  made,    so   that   the  farm  vnA. 
farm.-home   information  for  1933  is   com.paJ*al>le   to   the  data  obtained  in 
1928»     Essentially  the  same  areas  were   covered  in  the  1933  as   in   the 
1928   study.      Larger  personnel   available  to  participate  in  the  survey 
.and  the  better   -veather   conditions  prevailing  at  the   time  made   it 
possible   to    cover  a  slightly  Larger   area  in  1933   than  in  1928.      408 
farm  and  166  non-lari.i  records  were  obtained  in  1933  as   compared  to   379 
farm  records,    only,    in  1928.      llo   records   were  obtained  from  village; 
homes   in  either  year. 

Areas   in  Three  Counties   Studied 

Throughout   the  5-year  period,    1928-33,    extension  work  in  Rhode 
Island  continued  to   follow  the  plan  of  organization  whereby  the   five 
counties   are  divided  into   three   extension  districts:      Newport   County 
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Ilo , ^Co . FARII  AI'ID  HOME  SURVEY  OF  TI^  RESULTS  OF  EXTEHSIOII  WORK     D,n  t  e 

Addres.s 


llar.e 

Farn ITon-fr'.rrr: 0\'noT ^Tennnt _SizG  of  fr^jr?.:    Total 

liilos   to   agent's   office 


Coraviiuii  ty_ 
Cult. 


Kind  of  road 


Tears   living   this  place 

ilo.    in  fox-ilz::   Adults     ^  Children  under   10  yrs. ^10-20  yrs. ^Telephone__Radio_ 

llenher  of  v;hat  f ojT.iers '    orgc'Uiizations J.fprher  of  \;hat  hDne— 

makers'    cluhs 


Leadership   in  Extension:   Earr,-_ 
Extension  activities  on  farr.^. 


lione 


Junior 


In  hone 


Extension  activities   attended  or  participa.ted  in  away  fron  farr:.  or  hone:   Agric._ 

Hone  Econonics  Jixi^.ior 


Ha,ture  of   contact  with  co.    agt, 

What  specialists   contacted? (Projects) 

Receive  e:>ctension  circular  letters __Bulletins_ 

leaders   contacted: 


H.D.c^t. 


Cluh   agt. 


Hanes  of  local   extension 


Earn  and  hone 

irethods  largely  responsible 
1             (See  list  helov/)                 : 

S:cte: 

IS  ion  agents   involved 

:Loc.ldr. 

■OIL!, Ct ices  adoi5tec' 

.Co. Agt, 

H.D.A£:t.: 

Club  iV^:t 

S-oec'l 

. involved 

. 

( 

Figure  1-A.      Obverse   side  of   questionnrvire  card  used  in  collecting  drita- 
List  below  npjaes  of  members  of  frjtiily  y/ho   have   carried  on  a  .lunior  -pro;]ect. 


llpne 

[present   ; 
nge 

In 
:   .school 

IThen  in 
:club  work 

_Project^            ITliy  discontinued 

a. 

• 

b.                                              ; 

: 

C.                                                         ; 

• 

d.                                                        ; 

• 

rom  what  radio   stations  do  you  get   infomation  on  agricultiire?. 
Home  Econ. 


\ihat  agencies  other  thtm  Extension  do  you  rely  on  for  assistance  in  connection  with 
problems  relating   to:     Farm 


riome 


Pnpers   aJid  magazines   taken:   Daily _ 
Farm 


Attitude   towr^j-d  extension  work:    Agric. 

Education:   Han ^.''omaji 

Remoxks :  ~ 


JTomo 

Jlorao  Dem_^ 
^\{£;e  :Man 


_4-H  Club_ 
Woman 


Abbreviations:      Correspondence    (cor.);    office  call    (o.c);    telephone   call(tel.);    fazm 
and  home  visit    (f.v.);    loader   training  meeting    (l.tr.);   bulletin    (bul.);    circular 
letter   (cir.l.);    news   story    (n.s.);    extension  school  or  short   course    (e.s.);    result 
demonstration;    Adult   (dem.a. );   Junior   (dom.jr,);   method  demonstration  meetings    (n*dan.) 
general  meeting    (mtg. );    radio    (r.);    eidiibit    (exh.);    poster   (-p.);    indirect  influence 

_(ind.) . ' 

>  Extension  Services  of  the  Rhode  Islrnd  State  College  and  of  the  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  cooperating. 


Figure  1.-3.   lieverse  side  of  questionnaire  card  used  in  collecting  data. 
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the   fii-st,    Providence  pjid  Bristol  Co^jjities,    the   second,    rjid 

TTnshinctGn  end  Zent  Co^mties,- the- third.     Representative  sections 

of   cn,ch  of   the::e  three  districts   ;irc  incliided  in  the  study.    (Fig.   2.) 

TTith  the  pass.oge  of  the  Capper-KetchrjTi-  Act  in  Hay    1928, 
additional  Federal   I'^-Lnds   Decr>jne  availaole   to   the  State.      This 
made    ^ossi"blc  the   cjrrolQyneiit  of  a  full-time  hone  demonstration 
a^'ont  and  a  full-time  4-I-I  cluli 'r;^;- on t' in  each  of  the  three 
ojitens-lcn  districts   to   sup-olcmen.t   the  v;orh  of  the  regulejrly 
employed  a:;ri cultural   agents. 

History  of  Co-'onty  Agent  Work 

As   sho\m  in  tacle  1,    in  two   of  the   e::tension  districts   the 
agricultuo^al  aScnts  -.vr-rv-  not   cha:iged  throughout  the  period  1928-33. 
In  the   third  district   there  Vvas   a  lapse  of  service  of  2-l/2  months 
due   to    chrhge  of  o^ent.      Home  demonstration  agents  on  the   co"anty  or 
district  iDasis  vcre   first   employed  late   in  1928  or   early  in  1929. 
In  tv;o   of   the  districts    there  h^s  "been  out  one  chrrige  in  ngent  since 
that   time. 

Services  of  4-H  clul:   -agents  "bocruTiC   availaole  to   all   three 
districts   at  aoout   the   time   the  home  demonstration  age'nts  v:ere 
employed.      Two  of  the  districts  have  had  one   chrcge  in  cluh   n^ent 
during  the  period  included  in  the  study,      ffln  other  words   a  county 
agricultural  agent  has   oeen  employed  in  all  districts   throughout 
the   5~year  period,    and  home  demonstration  and  'i-H  cluh   .-^^ents  ho.ve 
"been   erriployed  for  the  last  4  years. 

TABLE  1. —  gxtcnsion  cgents   em-ployed  and  periods   of   scryice 

1928-33 


Agricultun-al  Agent 

H  ;me  demonstration  t^en.t 

Boys  '    and  girls'  cIuTd 
asent 

S.  D.   Ebllis, 
July  1,    1923   to   date 
(Harch  1933). 

W.   H.    ivood, 
Oct.    17,    1927   to   date 
(March  1933)  . 

U^\,port  County 

Lillian  S.   LlrJiding, 
Oct.   15,    1928,    to    Sept.    15, 
1929  . 
ITettie  H.    Sirimons,  . 
Oct.    15,    1929,    to  "date 
(March  1933). 

Providence  and  Bristol   Go's. 
Mrs.   Y.P.  MacFa^m, 
Oct.    15,    1928,    to   date 
(March  1933) . 

Kent  r^nd  F.-ishington  Counties 

L. I.Tousley, 
Oct.  15, 1928,  to,. PelD. 16, 
1930. 

C.B.G-arey, 

April   1,1930,    to    date 
(March  1933). 

Dorothea.  M.   Hoxie, 
JrJ.1  1,    1929,    to   date 

(March  1933). 

A.   A.    Thornton, 
April  4,    1927, to  July 
31,    1929. 

R.    S.    Shaw, 
Oct.    15,    1929,    to   date 
(narch  1933). 

ITora  M.    Hott, 
Jpji.    15,1929,    to   April   1, 
1930. 
Mrs.  D.   K.   Powell, 

Sept.    15,    1930,    to   date 
(March  1933). 

Virginia  T.   Broome, 
Sept.    15,    1928,    to 
August  15,1930. 
Willioin  R.    ualher, 
Sept.l5,1930,to    date 
(March  1933). 
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General  Information  Regarding  Farms  and  Homes  Included  in  Study 

The  percentage  of  farms  operated  "by  owners,  the  average  size  of  farm, 
and  the  percentage  of  farm  homes  with  telephones,  -were  practically  the  same 
in  1953  as  in  1928.   (Tahle  2.)   The  percentage  of  farm  homes  with  children 
of  cluh  age  and  the  average  numher  of  such  children  per  farm  were  somewhat 
higher  in  1933  than  in  1923.   The  percentage  of  farm  homes  with  radios 
increased  from  63  in  1928  to  82  in  1933.   The  farm  homes  situated  on  improved 
roads  also  increased  from  40  percent  in  1928  to  61  percent  in  1933.   This 
increase  reflected  the  growth  in  new  highway  construction. 

The  percentage  of  rural  non-farm  homes  occupied  "by  ovmers,  ?;as  lower 
than  the  percentage  of  farm  homes  so  occupied.  The  non-farm  homes  also  had 
proportionately  fewer  telephones. 

TABLE  2.  —  Q-eneral  Inform-ation  regarding  farms  and  homes  included  in  study 


1933 

1928 

1 1  em 

FaiTO 

Eural 
: no n- farm 

Total 

Farm 

Fa.rm  and  home  records   obtained.  •••••...   numoei 

408 

90 

10 

it    43 

414 

30 

:•      67 

82 

61 

6.3 

166 

71 

29       : 

41 
152 

49 
82 
70 

6.4 

574 

85 

15 

42 
555 

30 

62 

82 

64 

6.1 

379 

Homes  operated  or  occupied  "by  o\^aiers.  .percent 
Homes  operated  or  occupied  "by  tenants. percent 
Homes  with  children  10    to   20  years  of  age  petcG 

Children  10    to   20  years   of  age number 

Acres  "olowahle  Toer  farm .nver'iffp  nn. 

89 
11 
40 
340 
29 

Homes  with  telephones percen: 

Homes  with  radio percent 

Homes  located  on  improved  road ...percent, 

Distance  from   coimty  extension  office 

56 
63 
40 

■■       o.  2 

Membership  in  Farmers'  and  Homemakers '  Associations 

The  percentage  of  farms  represented  by  mem.bership  in  the  various 
farmers'  organizations  v/as  practically  the  sam.e  in  both  periods  studied; 
47  in  1933  and  46  in  1928.   (Table  3.)   The  growth  in  1933  in  cooperative 
marketing  organizations  (chiefly  dairy)  was  more  than  sufficient  to 
offset  the  decline  in  membership  in  the  Grange  and  the  Farm  Bureau, 
Eighteen  percent  nf  the  rural  non-farm  homes  were  ■  represented  by 
membership  in  farm  organizations. 
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TABLE  3.    —  Percentage  of   farms   or  homes   re-presented  by  membershii) 

in  farm  organizations 


1933 

1928 

Name  of  organization           •   .          , 

Rural 

Parm 

no n- farm 

Total 

Farm 

:.. 

Percent 

Percent 
15.7 
2.4 

Percent 
.  19. ..7 
12.5 

Percent , 

G-rnii2?p*  «•«*•«•«••*••«•*•••*•*•■««.«•««>•> 

21.3    , 
,16.7 

26,9 

Parm  Sur  eau.  ..e.* •• ..••...•. 

20.6,, 

Local  dairymen's   cooperative  association 

12,7 

0.6 

9.2 

6.9 

New  England  Milk  Producers'   Association,. 

3.2 

■,- 

2.3 

5.8 

Eastern   States'    Parmer s '   Exchange........ 

2.7 

- 

1.9 

6.6 

Dairy-herd  im-provement   association 

2.2 

- 

1.6 

2.2 

Rhode    Island  Pruit  Growers'   Association.. 

2.0 

"- 

1.4 

1.0      . 

Rhode   Island  Milk  Producers 'Association. . 

1.2 

- 

0.9 

0.5 

Miscellaneous : 

Dairy , •  • , 

2.4 

0.6 

1.9 

2.1 

Poultry. , 

2.9 

0,6 

2.3 

2.6 

Other 

4.2 
46.8 

1.8 
17.5 

3.5. 
38,3    - 

1.6 

..45.6 

Membership   in  women's  organizations    increased  from  8  percent  .of   the 
farm  homes  represented  in  1938   to   28  percent   In  1933,    the   increase  being    . 
due   to    the  organization  of  home  demonstration  clubs  by   the  home   demon- 
stration agents..    (Table  4.)  ,    ,    .    , 


TABLE  4.--Percentage  of  homes   represented  by  membership   in  women's   orA'anizations 


1933 

1928 

Name   of  organization 

Parm 

Rural 
no n- farm 

Total     , 

Farm 

Home   demonstration  club. 

Percent 
27.0 

5.4 

1.0 
27.7 

Percent 

16.3 

6.6 

0.6 

21.7 

Percent 
23.9 

5.7 

0.9 
26.0 

Percent 
2.9 
1.8 
2.4 
8,2 

Parents,  and  teachers 'association. . 
Miscellaneous 

Member  of  any  women's  arganization 
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..  Papers   and  Magazines   Taken 

The  percentage' of  farmers   talcing  farm  riapers  declined  slightly  "betiveen 
1928   and  1933,   "but   this   decline  was  nLout   counteroalanced  'oy  the  increase  in 
farm  homes    taking' home" magazines   and  daily  papers.      (Table.    5.)        There  was 
little  di f f er enc'e"" in  rural  non-farm  homes   and  faxTP.  homes   in  this   respect, 
other   than  the  much,  lower  perce'ht'ag'e  b'f  'ruraL'  non-farm  homes'  '(4-6)    taking 
farm     papers,    as   compared  'to   farm  homes    ('77)'.  '  '  •  •• .    - 

;  TABLE  5. —  Paoers   and  mas^azines   taken 


1 

1933 

1928 

;        Item 

Parm 

Rural 
non-farm           Total 

Parm. 

Daily  paper:  ■' 

Parms   talcing. . . .'. . ,  .percent    "•■•••■ 
Papers    taken. ...'.... avei^age  li-Jmli er  ' 

Parm  papers: 

Parms    talcing , .  .".percent 

Papers   tp.ken average  ntimher 

Home  magazines:         ■ 

Parms    taking ..percent 

Papers   taken average  numher 

Any  paper  or  magazine: 

Parms.  t.-^Jkrngs.. percent 

Papers   taken average  number 

•  ■    83i8 
1;3 

77.4 
2.2 

42.2 
1.8' 

92.9 
3.9 

84.3  ■ 
1.4 

45.8 
1.8 

39.8 
1.5 

91.0 
2.8 

84.0 
1.3 

68.0 
2.2 

41.5 
1.7 

92.3 
3.6 

81.0 
1.2 

84.7 
2.0 

40.4 
1.5 

91.8 
1.5 

Participation  in  Extension  Activities   and  Contact  with  Extension  Workers 

During  the  period  1928-33  local   leaders  from  12  percent  of   the  farms 
or   farm  homes   assisted  with  some  phase  of  the   extension  program,  as   compared 
to   7  percent  during   the  period  prior   to   1928.       (Tahle   5.)      All   the   increase 
in  local   leadership  was    in   connection  with  the  home  demonstration  and  junior 
extension  programs,    which  were  greatly  expanded  during   the  latter  part  of  1928. 
Seven  percent  of   the  non-farm  homes   furnished  local   leaders   d^oring   the  ueriod 
1928-33.    .  .  ' 

The  percentage  of  farms   and  f.^rm  homes   represented  in  any  extension  act- 
ivity during   the   5-year  period  since   1928  vras    65  as    compared  to   47  for   the 
period"  prior  to   1928.      Though  the  increase  was  largest  for  home  demonstration 
and   cluh   activities,    there  was   also   a  substantial    increase   in  farmers  participat- 
ing in  agricultural   extension  activities.      Hore  than  one   third  of  the  non-farm 
homes  were  represented  in  some   extension  activity  "between  1928  .and  1933. 

As  would  he   expected,    the   employment   of  home  demonstration  and  4-H  club 
agents   on  a  county  basis  m.ade  possible   la.rge  numbers   of  personal    contacts 
between   farm  and  non-farm  people  and  these   agents.      The   county   agricultural 
agents,    however,    contacted  10  percent  more  farmers   during   the  5-year  period 
after  1928   than  were  contacted  during   the   entire  ueriod  extension  work  was 
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.TiBLB  6.  ,--  Particj-pation  in' fextension/actitities   and 
contact  with  extension  T/Torkers 


Item 


Farm  or  home  records   obtained. ..•. 

Farms   or  hones   contributing 

1  odal  leaders  ^.  ........... /. . . . 

Farms  ■  contriMtihg  local  leaders    (agricultural 

Homes   contributing  local   leaders    (Home  ■   ■•:. 
e'conomics) .'. .-. t  «•..  « 

Homes   contributing  local   leaders    (Jutiior 

extension^. . , 

Farms   on  v/hich  agricultural   extension 

activities  were   conducted.................*. 

Additional    f.-^rms   represented  in  other 

agricultural   extension  activities.  •  li  .••.... . 

Homes    in  ivhich  hone-economics   extension 

activities  wei'e  condticted 

Additional  homes   represented  in, other  home- 
economics   extension  activities...... 

Homes  participating   in  junior  extension 

activities. , , . . . 

Farms   or  homes  participating  in  rui^'  ''■'''    ■ 

extension  activities. 

Farms   or  homes    contacting:    * 

Agricultural   agent 

Hone  ■  demonstration  agent. . . .  .'. ..........  i. 

4-H  club  agent 

Specialist. . . ; ; .', . . .  w .  *  v 

Ajiy.  extension  worker.  .................... 

Lo^al   leader. 


1928-33 
5-year  period 


Farm 


408 
P(?rcent 


12.2 

5.9 

6.4 
4.6 
25.7 
25.0 
20.8 
19.4 
16.4 


62. 5 
37.0 
20.8 
37*5 
78.7 
24.0 


Rural 
non-fai 


To  tal 


166 
Percent 

7.2 

0.6 

3.0 

4.2 
12.0 

4.9 

11.4 

13.9 

14.4 

35.5 

12.6 
23.5 
15.1 
9.6 
38.0 
11.4 


'574 

Percent 


10.8 
4.4 

5.4 

4.5 

21.8 

19.1 

18.1 

17.8 

15.8 

56.4 

48.1 
33.1 
19.2 
29,4 
66.9 
20.4 


Prior 
to   1928 


Farm 


379 
Percent 


6.9 
5.5 

2.1 


15.0 

26.6 

6.9 

9.8 

7.9 

47.4 

51.7 
11.1 

40.9 

64.9 

4.5 


under  way  prior   to   1928.      This   increase   doubtless   reflects  greater  oggressiv-noss 
on   the  part  of  agents   in  prosecuting   the   extension  program,    together  with  mnre 
definite  progr.arns   of  work. 

The  percentage  of  farm  families  making  direct    contacts  with  specialists 
from  the   college  declined  somewhat  following  1928,-  but   still   remained  at  a 
high  level,    38  percent.      This   decline  would  seem  to  be   the   natural   outcome 
of   the:   employment  of  additional   county   extension  agents.   ■ 

During  the  period  1928-33.  somxe   extension  worker  had  made  a  personal 
contact  with  sone  member  of  the  family   in  79  percent  of   the   farms   pjid  farm 
homes,    and  in  38  percent  of  the  non-farm  homes.      Increased  use  of  local 
leaders   during   the  period  following  1928   is   indicated  by   the  20  T)ercent 
increase  in  farm  families  making   contacts  with  local   leaders.      Eleven  per- 
cent of   the  non-farm  families  were   contacted  by  local   extension  leaders 
during  the  period  1928-33. 
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I'nmsand  Hones  Re^oorting  Adoption  of  Practices 

That   sonc   farn  or  hone  practices    taught  "by    the  Extension   Service  had 
"been  adopted  during   the   5-year  period  1928-33  was   reported  hy   69  percent 
of   the   farms   and   farm  hones.       (Table  7,)      This    increase  was   15  percent  over 
the  percentage  of  faiins   and  homes   ado-nting   similar  practices  prior   to   '.1928. 
In  other  words,   more  pro'gress  vi/as  made   in  influencing  fann  families   to    accept 
hotter  practices  during  the  5-year  period  1928-33   than  was  made  during  the 
entire-  time  organized  extension  work  had  "been  under  Vi'aj/"  prior   to   1928. 

'By   far   the  largest   increase 'was    in  home-economics  practices,    reflecting 
•the   increased   emphasis  -olaced  upon   this  phase  of   the   extension  prograJTi.      A 
•  substantial   increase  also  was' made   in  hringing  about   the  adoption  of  agricultur- 
al practices,    however.      The  average  noinher   of  all  practices   changed  per   frrm 
•and  home    '.ncreased  from  2.6  prior   to   1928,    to   3.2   for   the  period  1928-r33. 

?orty-one.  percent_  of   the  non-fann  families   reported  the  adoption  of 
extension  practices   during   the  1928-33  period. •    - 


TABLE  7. —  Earns   and  homes   adoioting  -oractices 


Item 


'5-year  period  1928-33 


Earm 


Rural 
non-farmJ     Total 


prior   to 
1928 

Earn.   


Earn  or  home   records   ohtained.... 

Earrfl-S.  :■    changing   some   agricultural 

practice .percent 

Agricultural  practices    changed 

- av  er a^  n-amt  er 

.Homes   changing   some  home-economics      ■ ■  ■ 

practice .percent! 

Home-economics  practices  ■  ■  ■         j 

changed. averagfe"  iximterj 

Earms   and  Homes    changiaig  a.W  practl'ce  I 

percent! 

All  practices    changed average  n-iimberi 


408 


.166 


574 


60.0 

24.7 

49. £ 

52.3 

2.6 

1.7 

2.4 

2.5 

29.6 

22.3 

27.5 

7.4 

2.4 

2.2 

2.4 

1.  6 

69.1 

41.0 

51. C 

54.4 

3.2 

2.2 

3.01 

2.6 
i 

379 


A  list  of  the  practices  reported  adopted  follows  in  table  8,   As 
in  1928,  the  principal  agricultural  practices  adapted  relate  to  poultry, 
orchards,  and  dairy.   Since  1928  home  managem.ent  and  home  furnishings, 
and  foods  and  nutrition  have  received  major  emphasis  from  home  demonstration 
workers,  whereas  prior  to  that  time  clothing  received  most  consideration. 
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TJ^IlE  8.-^  Agric'i;LturaI   arid  h-omp^fficonomicg^^ practices  reported 

'        adopted 


Practice 


5-year  period  1928 
33 


J 


Prior  to 
1928 


IJumlier  I     Percent-      ?N"uml)er 
age 


574 


Records. , . , . . 

Poul  try , 

Orchard*  •«•.<.......... , , 

D  airy .......,,, 

Insect   and  rodent   contrjol ,.,..,.,. 

3o  ils 

Eegume  and  forage   crops , , 

Vegetable  grovrlng , 

Farm  management , 

Sngineering. ^ , 

Miscellaneous:  Crops. .,..,. .,,.,,,, 

Livestock , 

Agriculture.: , , 

Total  agriculture. 

•S^'cods  and  nutri-tion. . .,.' 

Home  management' and  house  furnishing 

S  ewing .  . , , 

Glo.thing  and  millinery 

Miscellaneous  home  economics 

To tal  home   economics .....■.,.. 

Total   agric^alture  and  home  •  economdcs|. 1,070 


I 


171 
151 
99 
72 
55 
54 
23 
11 
8 
23 
14 
15 


29.8 

26.3 

17.2 

12.5 

9,6 

9.4 

4.0 

1.9 

1.4 

4.0 

2.4 

2.6 


696 


155 

101 

63 

35 

20 


27,0 

17.6 

11.0 

6.1 

■  3.5 


;3'74 


379 


123 
116 
91 
10 
67 
33 
5 


18 

18 

9 


490 


6 
20 
19 


45 


535 


Percent- 
age 


32.4 

30.6 

24.0 

2.6 

17.7 

8.7 

1.3 


4.  7 
4.7 
2.4 


1.6 
5.3 
5.0 


Relative  Influence  of  'Extension  Methods 

^  total  of  1,070  instances  of  adoption  of  im-oroved  practices  was  report- 
ed, for  the  574  farms  and  homes  included  in  the  1933  study,  696  relating  to 
agriculture  and  374  relating  to  home  economics.   In  each  case  a  re-oord  waS 
made  of  the  means  and  agencies  which  were  resoonaible  for  the  acceptance  of  the 
new  practice.   It  frequently  hap-oened  that  several  means  had  contributed  to 
^!cie   adoption  of  a  single  practice. 

Table  9  gives  for  the  various  means  iind  ag'-^ncies  employed  in  extension 
teaching,  the  frequency  with  which  each  was  reported  as  having  influenced  the 
adoption  of  practices.   The  similarity  of  influence  of  the  various  neans  and 
agencies  as,  brought  out  by  the  data  collected  in  1933  and  in  1928  is  striking, 
i^e  four  most  important  means  of  directly  influencing  the  adoption  of  agricul- 
"«-rai  practices  —farm  visits,  circular  letters,  method-demonstration  meeting?, 
and  general  meetings—  were  reported  in  the  same   order  both  years.   Meetings, 
Doth  metnod-demonstration  and  general,  accounted  fcr  the  vast  majority  of  home- 
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economics  practices   adopted  during  "both  periods   studied.     ¥.ext  in 
relative   importance  were   tlie'cifcular  letter  and  "tiie  kome. visit. 
The  junior  result  demonstration  aioparently  hri  a  much  greater 
influence  u-oon   the  adoption  of  "both  agricultural   arid  home-economics 
practices   during  the  period  1928-33  than  'Ox'ior   to   1928,    largely  due 
no,  douht   to   the  larger  number,  of   such  demonstrations   conducted.      The 
increase  in   influence  of  junior  result  demonstrations  was   largely 
of- set  hy  the  decrease   in   influence  of   the  adult  result  demonstrations. 

The  low  influence  of  news   stories   .snJ.  the  small   Kmox'r.b  of  indirect 
spread  from,  neighbor   to  neighhor   in-both  periods   studied,   may  "be  accounted 
for  "by   the  urhan  character  of   the  news-oaners   and  the  dominance  of  urhan 
influence   throughout   the   rural   sections   of  ti^e   State. 

The  radio     and  the  leader- training  meetings  were  not  mentioned  in 
connection  with  the  adoption  of  practices  -orior-  to   1928,   hut  were  notice- 
able influences   from  1938   to   1933.  ■ 

Tj^LE  9. —  Relative   frequency  with.  v;hich  me^jis   and  agencies  were 
re-ported  as  having   influenced  changes  in  practices" 


Means  cr  agency 


Percentage  of  -practices    adoDted 


5-year  'ijeriod  1928-33 


Total 


(Agricul- 
ture 


Home 


Prior   to   1928 


"o  tal 


Agricul- 
ture 


.-iome 
Scon. 


Parm  or  home  visit 

Circular  letter 

Method  demonstration  meeting 

G-eneral  meeting ,...., 

Junior  result  demonstration^...,..... 

Adult  result  demonstration, 

Bulletin ., 

Office  call 

Radio 

Correspondence 

Extension  school 

Leader  training  meeting 

Telephone • 

News  story 

Indirect. 


36.2 

27.6 

59.6 

17.8 

3.3 

3.0 

3.6 

2.5 

2.4 

1.1 
0.7 

0.5 

2  b 


51.  I 
37.5 
22.4 


4.6 
•J:.  5 
3^5 
1,9 
2.0 
1.7 
.0 
0.4 
O.-l- 
P.   'A 


8.3 

9.1 

71,6 

34.0 

6.7 

.0 

1.9 

0.5 

0.5 
,0 

2.1 

0.5 
.0 

3.2 


39.6 

26.7 

26.6 

9.9 

0.2 

6.5 

6.9 

2.4 

.0 

6.7 

1.1 

.0 

0.9 

0.4 

7.9 


45.1 

28.2 

20.6 

8.0 

.0 

7.1 

7.S 

2.7 

.0 

7.3 

1.2 

.0 

1.0 

0.4 

8.6 


2.2 

11.1 

91.1 

31.1 

2.2 

.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

.c 

.0 

.c 
.c 


Methods  Eesponsihle  for  Adoption  of  Practices, 
and  Extension  Workers  Involved 

Grouping  the  v.arious  means  and  .agen^i'^-^-  according  to  major  use, 
whether  for  publicity,  personal  service,  or  ooject  leSbOja,..  (table  lO) 
one  notes  the  increased  importances  of  publicity  ajid  object-lessons 
methods  following  1928,  and  the  decreased  influence  of  personal-service 
methods,  though  the  decrease  .  is  small.   The  shift  in  emphasis  upon 
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types  of  teaching  nienns  of  ;igency  is  largely  due,  no  doubt,  to  the  greatly 
increased  volume  of  home  demonstration  work  which  got  under  way  in  1928  and 
1929. 

The  increased  volume  of  home  d emeus trat ion  and  .cluh.  work  also  largely 
accounts  for  the  smaller  percentages  of  practices.  cr=-dited  to  agricultural 
agents  >and  specialists  during  the  period.  1928-  to  1933  when  compared  to  the 
period  prior  to  1928,  '•''>•...... 

Local  leaders  were  credited  with,  hay ing_  ini'luehced,  2  1/2  times  as 
many  practices  in  1928  to  1933  as  prior,  to..  1928^.  ' '  • 


TABLE  10--  Methods  rcsTponsible  for  adoption  of  practices ' 
and  extension  wQi:kers  involved 


Item  .,.''"' 

Total  practices   adopted i .  .number 

Agricultural  practices  adopted number 

Home-economics  pi^actices   adopted. ..  .number 
Practices   influenced  by: 

Publicity  methods -oercent 

Personal-service  methods... percent 

Object-lesson  methods .percent 

Indirect  influence. .percent 

Practices  influenced  by: 

Agricultural   agents. percent 

Home  demonstration  agents percent 

Club   agents. percent 

Subject-matter  specialists percent 

Local  leaders. percent 


year  period ' 

Prior-  to 

1928^33 

1928' ■ 

1070 

535 

596 

490    ■• 

374 

45 

52 

38 

'  42 

45 

46' 

32  :■ 

3" 

8- 

53 

•    71 

31 

.-'V        6 

9 

0. 

31     ' 

61, 

10 

4 

Prom  the  standpoint     of  people  influenced  to  adopt  practices,    publicity 
methods  were  quite  outstanding,   being  mentioned  in  connection  with  85  percent 
of  the  people  influenced  to   adopt  practices  during  1928   to   1933.      ('Table  11.) 
The  fact   that  personal-service  and  object-lesson  methods  were  reported  as 
having  influenced   increased  numbers  of  people  to   adopt  practices,    is   a,~jain 
evidence  of  greater  aggressiveness   in  prosecuting  the   extension  program  since 
1928,      Indirect   influence,  .seemed  to  be  of  even  less    importance  during  the 
period  1928   to   1933  thaJi  during  the  period  prior   to   1928. 

The   increased  influence  of  home  demonstration  and  ,qlub   p^ents  uoon 
individuals   to   adopt  practices   after  1928   is   explained  largely  'by   the 
■-'increased  number  of   these   agents   employed.      The  decreased  influence  of   the 
•agri;cultural   agents   and   State  specialists  may  be  accounted  for  only  partially 
by   the  inclusion  of  non-farm  rural  homes    in  the  1933  stu(^y.  ,,,',*. 
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TABLE  11.  ♦*-  Methods  which  influenced  people  to  ador>t  /practices 

and  extension  workers  involved 


Item 


Fanners  or  home-makers  reporting  adoption 
of  practices , .  .nmnher 

r-\rmers  or  homemakers  influenced  hy: 

Publicity  methods, ..,.  o percent 

Personal-service  methods. percent 

Ohject-lesson  methods. .««.,.... .percent 
Indirect  influence , percent 

Farmers  or  homemakers  influenced  to 
adopt  practices  "by: 

Agricultural  agents .percent 

Home  demonstration  agents. .percent 

Cluh  agents, ,  .  . , .  .percent 

Subject-matter  specialists. .... .percent 

Local  leaders , ,  .percent 


5-yiear  period 
1928-53 


350 

85 
62 
60 

6 


41 
22 

10 
27 
10 


Prior  to 
1928 


■  206 

51 
54 
44 
13 


74 
8 
0 

71 
5 


Condition  of  Tenure  as  Related  to  Adoption  of  Practices 

Of  the  574  farms  and  rural  non-farm" homes  included  in  tne  1933  study 
85  percent  were  occu-oied  by  owners  and  15  percent  by  ten.ants.   (Table  12.) 
The  percentage  of  tenants  was  only  slightly -higher  than  for  the  379  farms 
studied  in  1928.  More  thpji  twice  as  great  a  percentage  of  owners  reported 
the  adoption  of  agricultural  practices  than  ■  .'jtp.-s-  true  of  tenants.   In  the 
case  of  home- economics  practices  there  was  a' slight  advantage  on  the  side  of 
the  tenant  families.   Data  from  the  1928  study 'are  Sndwh' alongside  the  1933 
data  for  purpose  of  comparison. 

TABLE  12.  —  C6rvditi.on  of  tenure  in  relation  to  adoption  of  ^practices 
■  •  •        ;  574  records,  1933  -  379  records,  1928 


Group 


5-year  period, 
1928-33: 
Owners ......... 

Tenants. ..... 

Prior   to   1928: 

Owners 

Tenants 


II"umb  er 

of 

farms 

or 

homes 


487 
87 


338 
41 


Perce 

age  o 

all 

farms 

or 

homes 


ii'Vr  Ave 
f     siz 


85 
L5 


89 
11 


rage 

e 
of 
farm 


■^  Percentage  of  farms  and 
I  homes  in  -.vhich  practices 
'  were   changed. 


Agri-     Home 
cultur-j-econ- 
al jomics 


31 
22 


29 
27 


54 
25 


o2 

49 


27 
29 


Any  prac- . 
tice 


number  of 

practices 

changed 

per 

100  .farms 

or  homes 


64 
42 


55 
49 


201 
104 


146 
105 
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Length  of  Tenure  in  Relation  to  Adoption  of  Practices 

The  length  of  time  the  family  had  lived  at  the  present  place  of  ahode 
seemed  to  "be  directlv  related  to  the  percentage  reporting  the  adoption  of 
"both  agricultural  and  hom.e- economics  riractices.   (Tatle  13.)   In  the  case  of 
families  having  lived  less  than  10  years  at  the  same  place  39  percent  adopted 
agricultural  practices  and  23  percent  adopted  home-economics  practices,   '."here 
length  of  tenure  v/as  over  20  years  these  percentages  v/ere  63  and  34.   Similar 
data  were  not  obtained  in  1928.  ,  . 

TASLE  13.  —  Length  of,  tenure  in  relation  to  adoption  of  extension  -practices 

574  records,  ' . .  1933 


G-roup 

Numb  er 
of 

farms 
or 

homes 

Percent- 
age of 
all'  farms_ 
or  homes.,  i 

Percentage  of  fams  or 
homes   i.ti  which  prac-,^:: 
tices  were   ado-oted. 

Number     of 

practices 

adopted 

Agri- 
cult- 
ural 

Home 
econ- 
omics 

Any 
prac- 
tice 

per  100 
farms  or 
homes 

57year  period, 
1928-33: 
1    to   10  vears ........ . 

283 
133 
158 

49 
23 
28 

39 
57 

63 

23 
29 
34 

50 
68 
75 

150 

11   to   20  years 

Over  20  years 

209 
232 

Size  of  Parm  in  Relation  to  Adoption  of  Practices 

Sorting  the  408  farm  records  obtained  in  1933  according  to  size  of  farm 
as  measured  "by  tillable  acres  reveals  a  direct  relationship  hetween  size  of  farm 
and  the  "oercentage  of  farmers  reporting  the  adoption  of  agricultural  practices. 
(Table  14.)   Size  of  farmi  apparently  has  little  hearing  upon  the  extent  of 
adoption  of  home-economics  practices.   These  same  relationships  were  hrought  out 
in  the  1928  data. 


TABLE  14.    - 

-  Relation  6f  size  of  farms    to   min:ber  of  farms   on  which     '■  "' "'   ,t 

practices  were  changed  408  record' 

3,    1933- 

—379   records, 

1928 

3}?umber 

pereentr- 

Percentage  of  farms   on 

.vhich 

Numher  of  practices 

Group 

of 
farms 

age  of 
all   farms 

practices vere  changed. 

changed  per  100 

Agri 

Home 

Any 

farms   or  homes 

cultural 

Economics 

practice 

5-year  period 

"^ 

1928-33: 

0   to   10   acres 

162 

39 

48 

25 

57 

169 

11   to   20  acres. 

84 

21 

60 

32 

70 

214 

21    to  40   acres. 

98 

24 

66 

31 

76 

232 

41   to   60   acres, 

39 

10 

80      ■ 

38 

87 

.,364 

Over   60  acres . , 

25 

6 

83 

32 

88 

384 

Prior   to   1928: 

0    to   10   acres. 

119 

31 

34 

7 

,38. 

75 

11   to  20  acres. 

84 

22 

55 

6 

56 

123 

21   to  40   acres 

100 

27 

59 

7 

60 

167 

41   to    60  acres 

43 

11 

58 

7 

65 

191    ■ 

Over   60  acres.. 

33 

9  ; 

76 

15 

•  79>    ■ 

285'  -■ 
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Distance  of  Farms,  and  Homes  from  Extension  Office 
in  Relation  to  Adoption  of  Practices 

Seven  eighths  of  the  farms ' and  homes  studied  in  1933  were  within 
10  miles  of  the  county  extension  office.   During  the  5-year  period  1928- 
33  the  percentage  of  families' less  than  lOmiiles  and  of  families  more 
than  10  miles  from  the  county  extension  office  that  reported  the  adoption 
of  agricultural  practices  was  almost  identical.   (Tahle  15.)   The  same  ^vas 
also  true  of  the  adoption  of  home- economics  practices,   prior  to  1928  the 
families  less  than  10  miles  av^'ay  made  greater  use  of  extension  information. 
With  the  enlarged  staff  of  county  extension  agents  it  apparently  has  been 
possible  to  cover  the  outlying  parts  of  the  county  as  thoroughly  as  those 
parts  close  hy  the  county  extension  office. 

TABLE  15. —  Relation  of  distance  of  farms  from  extension  office 

to  change  of  -practices 
574  records,  1933  -  379  records, 1928 


Num'ber 

Percent- 

Ffercentage  of 

Number  of 

of 

PfX    0? 

farms   on  which 

practices    ': 

farms 

rJ.1   - 

practices  were 

changed 

G-roup 

farms 

ch.Tnged. 

per  100  t 

A.gri-iHome 

Any 

farms 

cul- JBCOn- 

■  '  prac- 

• 

tuml 

omicg 

tice 

5-year  period 

1928-33: 

1   to   10  miles 

506 

88 

50 

27 

61 

188 

Over   10  miles 

68 

12 

48 

29 

62 

176 

Prior  to   1928: 

1    to   10  miles 

327 

86 

54 

8 

56 

151 

0- er  10  miiles 

52 

14 

40 

6 

44 

79 

Character  of  Roads  in  Relation  to  Adoption  of  Practices 

In  1928  only  40  percent  of  the  homes  studied  were  situated  on  improved 
roads.   State  road  construction  during  the  period  1928-33  made  rapid  progress, 
with  the  result  that  in  1933,  64  percent  of  the  homes  in  the  s.sme  area  were 
situated  on  improved  roads.   (Table  16.)   The  character  of  the  roads  upon  which 
the  home  was  situated  seems  to  have  had  little  bearing  upon  the  adoption  of  re- 
ooirimended  practices.   In  fact  a  slightly  higher  percentage  of  families  on  unim- 
proved roads  adopted  practices  than  of  families  on  improved  roads.   In  the  1928 
study  the  reverse  was  true.   This  again  doubtless  reflects  the  increased  size  of 
the  county  extension  personnel. 

TABLE:  16.  —  ITature  of  roads  in  relation  to  change  of  Dractices 

574  records,  1933  -  379  records,  1928 


Group 


plumber  I  Per  cent-  Percentage  of  farms   on  which  Number  of 


5-year  period  1928-33 
Improved  roads 


of 

X  r^rms 


Unimproved  roads... 

Prior   to   1928: 

Improved  roads 

Unimiproved  roads. .  . 
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365 
209 

153 
225 


^^e   of 
all   farms 


practices  vere   adonted- 


Agricul- 
tural 


64 
36 

40 
60 


~=W- 


48 
53 


55 
50 


Home 
economics 


26 

30 


Any 
practice 


60 
63 

56 
53 


practices    ■ 
adopted  per 
lOO" farms 


176 
204 

161 
128 


Educational  Ti^aining  as  Bearing  upon  Acceptance  of  Recommended  Practices 

Approximately  7  percent  more  farmers   or  rural-' non-.farmers   in  1933 
had  received  educational   training  beyond   the   eighth  grade   than  was    true 
of  the   farmers   studied  in  1928.      (Table  17.)      The  number  of  agricultural 
practices   reported  ado-oted  per  100  fmns   was   190   for   the   college  group 
and  134  for  the  high-school  grouT),    as   compared  to   110  for   the   common- 
school  group. 

TABLE  17.   —  Ed-tication  of  rural  men -as   related  to   adoDti'on  of 
agricultural  practices.      574  records,  "1933-- ■ 
379  records,    1928 


Percentage 

Percentage 

Number   of 

Educational    training 

Number 

of  all 
men 

adopting 
agricul- 
tural 
practices 

agricultural 
practices 
adopted  per 
100  farms 

5-year  period  1928-33: 

;    S 

Colle.P'e.  .........>..«...  ..1 

40 
140 

7 
24 

72 
50 

190 

High  school,   but  no   college 

134 

Common   school   only 

356 

64 

48 

110 

Prior   to   1928: 

Some  high  school  or   college 

91 

24 

.  ,     71  . 

199     . 

Common  school  or  less, 

255 

76       ,  ,  . 

.     47 

109 

,  .    ,      . 

In  the  case  of  the  farm  or  rural  non-farm  women  the  importance  of 
high-school  or   college   training  was    even  more  pronounced   than   in  the   case 
of   the  farm  men.      (Table  18.)      The   college  group  reported  173  practices 
changed  per  100  homes,    in  contrast  with  92   for   the  high-school  group   and 
49   for   the   common-school  group. 


TABLE  18.    ~  Education  o 

f  rural 

women  as   re' 

Lated   to    ado 

ption  of 

home-economics  -oractices     5' 

74  records, 
1928 

1933  - 

379  records, 

' 

Educational   training 

Ninnber 

Percentage 
of  all 

women 

Percentage 

adopting 

home-econ- 

om.ics 

practices 

Number  of 
home-economics 
practices   adopted 
per  100 
homes 

5-year  period  1928-33: 

College 

33 
149 

356 

84 
246 

6 
26 
54 

35  •'■ 
65 

54 
36 
24 

17 
5 

173 

High  school  but  no    college. 
Common  school   only 

92 
4-9 

Prior   to   1928: 

Gome  high  school   or   college 
Common  school   or  less 

26 
9 
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Rel'^'-tion  of  Age   to  Adoption  of  Practices  ■/ 

That   age  is  no  "barrier   to  .the  use  of   extension  information  is 
evident  from  tatle  19j    where   f^irmers   and  riiral  non-farm'~men  are  grouped 
according   to   age.      The  group  under  35  years  of  age  reported  the  fewest 
practices   adopted,   whereas   the  group  over  55  years   of  age  renorted  the 
largest  n\am"ber  of  practices    changed.      This   is   just   the  reverse  of  the 
situation  found  to    exist   in  1928.      The   inclusion  of  the  rural  non-farm 
men   in  1933  offers  hut  a  partial   explanation, 

TABLE  19 0    —     Relation  of  age  of  rural  men   to   ado-otion 

of  agricultural  practices 
574  ^records,    1933  -  379  records,    1928 


Percent- 

Percentage 

Number  of 

age   of 

adopting 

agricultural 

Age  group 

Numher 

ail 

agricult- 

practices 

men 

ural 

adoTDted 

t   \    . 

practices' 

p'er-  100 
farms 

5-year  period  1928-33: 

•     ■    '    * 

35  years   and  under.  ...«.<>.. 

108 

19 

41 

95 

36   to   45  years .....••< 

130 

23 

52 
•    50 

128 

46   to   55  years 

158 

28 

120 

56  years   and  over. 

150 

26 

57 

139 

Prior   to   1928: 

' 

35  years   and  und'^r 

64 

84 

97 

122 

17 
22 

26 
32 

62 
60 
46 
4S 

150 

36   to   45 

144 

46   to   55 

120 

56  and  over. 

111 

In  the  case  of  the  fann  and  rural  non-farm  women,  the  age  group 
3S  to  45  years  renorted  greater  frequency  of  adoption,  of  practices  in 
1928-33  than  did  the  grou'o  next  younger  or  the  two  older  groups. 
^Tahle  20.)  Exactly  the  same  situation  was  revealed  "by  the  1928  study. 
The  greater  frequency  with  which  all  age  groups  adopted  home-economics 
practices  in  1933  as  compared  to  the  period  prior  to  1928  is  again  due 
to    the  increased  volume  of  home  demonstration  work  under  waj^  since  1928. 
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TABLE  20.    --  He-lation  of  af,e  of  rural  vromen  to   ado-ption  of  home- 
economics  practices 
574  records,    1933  -  379  records,    1928 


Age  group 


U-amlDer 


Percent- 
age of 

asil 

woraen 


Percent-  Num"ber  of 


age  adopt- 
ing horae- 
econonics 
practices 


home  econ- 
omics practices 
adopted  per  100 
homes 


5-year  period,  1928-35: 

35  years  and  under. . 

36  to  45  years 

46  to  55  years 

56  and  over 


Prior  to  1928: 

35  years  and  under. 

36  to  45  years 

46  to  55  years 

56  and  over 


126 
158 
138 
126 


72 

108 
95 
74 


22 

28 
24 
22 


19 
29 
25 
19 


27 
33 
28 
26 


4 

10 
7 
8 


71 
85 
67 
45 


15. 

15 

9 


Pa.rticipation  in  Extension  Activities  and  Contoct  with  Extension 
Agents  as  Related  to  Adoption  of  Practices 

So  far  the  factors  considered,  such  as  tenure,  size  of  farm, 
educational  training,  age,  and  the  like,  have  "been  of  such  a  nature  as 
to  he  largely  if  not  entirely  "beyond  the  control  of  the  extension  worker. 
The  extent  to  v/hich  farm.ers  and  their  wives  and  rural  people  generally 
have  heen  led  to  participate  in  extension  activities,  and  otherwise  have 
"been  "brought  into  contact  with  extension  agents  is  a  matter,  however, 
which  is  determined  largely  "by  the  teaching  activities  of  the  agent. 
When  the  activity  has  "been  held  on  the  farm  or  in  the  home  70  percent 
of  the  families  reported  the  adoption  of  agricultural  practices  and 
50  percent  home-economics  practices.   (Tohle  21.) 

In  the  Case  of  other  fomilies  attending  activities  o.t  their 
neigh"bor's  farra  or  at  some  community  meeting  places,  the  correspond- 
ing percentnges  were  64  and  40.   In  the  case  of  those  families  where 
no  mem"ber  of  the  family  had  tpjken  part  in  an  extension  activity, 
27  percent  adopted  agricultural  practices  and  4  percent  adopted 
home-economics  practices.   The  indirect  spread  of  home-economics  prac- 
tices to  those  outside  the  formal  teaching  groups  is  much  less  for 
home  economics  than  for  agriculture. 

If  in  addit'on  to  persons  attending  extension  meetings  and 
otherwise  participating  in  extension  activities  there  ax'e  added 
those  who  may  have  come  into  contact  with  extension  workers  in  other 
ways  such  as  "by  office  colls,  fann  or  home  visits,"  njid.   correspondence, 
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TABLE  21. —  Pn.rticiioation  in  extension  activities  as  "bearing  on 
,  -.  farms  o:id  homes  chanj^ing  -practices 
574  records,  1933  -  379  records,  1928 


1 

l^Juml)  er 

Percentage  Percentage  of  f 

arms  on 

Il-umher  of 

of 

of  all     vfhich  j 

ractices 

were 

■practices 

Group . 

farms 
or 

f.arms  and 
homes 

chaJigec? 

_ 

adopted  per 

Agri- 

Home 

Any 

100  farms 

hones 

cul- 

oco- 

prac- 

or homes 

tural 

nom- 
i  r.p. 

tice 

5-year' period  1928-33: 

• 

Extension  activities 

on  farm  or  in  home. 

185 

32 

70 

50 

86 

342 

Other  farmers  or  home-? 

makers  participating 

in  extension  activi- 

ties<>««»«*««a.«*««« 

139 

24   ■ 

S4 

40 

83 

221 

Fanners  or  homema>:ers 

not  participating  ir 

" 

extension  activities 

250 

44 

27  ' 

4 

30 

52 

Prior  to  1928: 

Extension  activities 

on  farm  or  in  hone. 

77 

20 

87 

20 

91 

332 

Other  farmers  or  home 

- 

unkevs   participating 

in  extension  .activi- 

ties.   •...•«..« 

102 

27 

69 

12 

74 

179 

Earmers  or  homem.akers 

not  participating  in 

extension  activities 

200    53 

i 

30 

1 

30 

48 

the  comparison  is  even  m.ore  striking.   (Tahle  22.)   TTnen  some  memher  of  the 
family  had  "been  in  touch  with  extension  workers  during  the  period  1928-33, 
68  percent  adopted  agricultural  practices  and. 40  percent  adopted  home- e canonic s 
practices.   Eor  the  no-contact  group,  which  constituted  ahout  one  third  of  the 
total,  these  percentages  were  12  adopting  agricultural  practices  and  3 
adoioting  home- economics  practices. 

The  1933  data  still  further  em-phasize.  the  imDortance  of  so  orgaiiiz- 
ing  ond  conducting  extension  work  as  to  "bring  large  n^umhers  of  people  into 
direct  contact  with  extension  workers  as  was  also  clearly  indicated  hy  the 
1928  study. 
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TABLE  22. —   Contact  with  extension  v/orkers   gs   related  to   chanig:e  of 

practices   574  records.,    1933   -  379"records,    1928 


Group 

Uanher  of 
fams  or 
hones 

percent- j 
age  of   1 
all     1 

;°r-rcentage  of  fanas  or 
hones  where  practices 
ere  adopted 

Uunher  of 

practices 

adopted  per 

T 
f^rns.  .  1 

and  hone^ 

Agricul- 
ture 

Hone 
Econ. 

Any 
practice 

100  fams 
or  hones 

5--ye^ars  1928-33: 
Farmers  or  honenaJcers 
having  nade  contact 
with  extension  work- 
ers •  ••••*.• (tf*! 

384 
190 

245 
134 

67 

33 

65 
35 

68 
12 

76 
7 

r—- '■  -  ■ 

40 
3 

11 
0 

84 
14  ,  . 

80 
7 

269 

Famers  or  honenakers 
having  nade  no 
contact 

20 

Prior  to  1928: 
Famers  or  honenakers 
having  nade  contact 
with  extension  work- 
ers .••••••*.«•..•••.. 

213 

Farmers  or  honenakers 
having  nade  no  con- 
tact. •  >*•». 

10 

Extent   and  Influence  of  4-H  CIuId  ¥ork 

The  1953  data  show  a  slight   increase,    2  percent,    in  the  rainher  of 
fanilies  with  children  10   to   20  years  of  age.      The  increjise.  in-  nunher  of 
children  at  hone  10   to  20  years   of  age  is-  also   further   indication- of  the 
lessened  opportunities  for  profitable   enploynent  of  young. people  in  near- 
ly  cities.         . 

As  night  "be  expected  because  of   the   increased  extension  -staff 
available   to  work  with  young  people,    the  percentage  of  hoys   and  girls 
10   to  20  years  of  age  who   were  or  had  been   in  4-H  clubs  M/as  nuch  higher 
in  1933   than  in  1928  —   30  percent  as   compared  to   14  percent,    respectively. 
(Tacle  23.)      The  average   age  of   club  menbers   in  1933  was   14.1  years   as 
conpared  to  13,8  years   in  1928,      Nineteen  percent  of  the  1933   club-  raetnbers 
were  not   in  school   in  contrast   to   9  percent   in  1928,      The.  increased  '  ' 
volume  of  club  work  accounts   for   the  greater  i-i-^.fluence  of  .junior  result 
denonstration  upon  practices    adopted- by  adults. 

Attitude  toward  Extension 

In  the  1933  study  a  record  was  nade  of  the  attitude  of  each  fanily 
toward  the   three  phases  of  the  extension  program:  -  agriculture,    home 
economics,    and  4-H  club,    (Table  24.)      In  general,    the  percentage  of  farm 
families   favorable   to   all   three  lines   of  work  \y as   about   the   sai-ie.      From 
16  to   24  percent  less  of  rural  non-fam  far.iilies  v/ere   favorable  to 
extension  work  than  V7as   true  of  fann.  families.      However,    the  non-farm 
fanilies  were  about   equally  favorable   to   all  phases  of  extension  work 
with  a  possible   slight  preference  for  4-H  club  v/ork. 
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TAB  IS  23.    --  Fni.iil'ies   and  children   in  /junior  T'ro,iect  work. 

574  records   1933  -   379  records   1928 


;  t  en 


S-year  period 
1928>-35 


r.'^rn  ojT  hono  records   oloto.ined n'uriber 

Zoxiilios  .with,  children  of  cluh   ryfie   (10    to 

20  yer-irs) i.:. .  .percent 

Chi Idr en  o f   clxi"b   vj^a ., .*•. manh er 

Tonilies  v/ith  children  in  club  work .percent 

Boys   and  EJ;irls    (10   to  20  years)    in  4-H  club 

v;ojk   ( ever ) percent 

Boys   ,a2id  g^xl^    (10   to   20  years)    in  4-H  clubs 

at-  tine  records  were  obto.ined. percent 

Club  nenbers a.verage   a^e 

Club  r.enbers   not   in   school   at   tine  records 

were  obtained .percent 

practices   adopted  due   to    influence  of  junior 

r^^sult  denonstration.s. .percent 


Prior 
to   1928 


379 

4C 
340 


14 

9 
13.8 

9 

0.2 


Tj\BLE  24,    —  Attitude   toward  extension 

574  records, 1933  -  379  records,    1928 


1933 


Attitude 


Jam 


A,^;  r  i  cul  tur  al   ex  t  en  s  i  o  n : 

favorable , 

Indifferent 

Op-Qosed 

Hone-econonics    extension: 

favorable 

Indifferent 

Opposed 

4-H  club  work: 

Favorable 

Indifferent 

Opposed 


Percent 

86.3 

13.0 

.7 


80.1 

19.6 

.2 


84.1 

15.9 

.0 


¥on-fam 

Percent 

61. 

4 

36. 

7 

1. 

8 

63. 

8 

35. 

5 

• 

6 

65. 

1 

34. 

3 

• 

6 

Total 


Percent 

79.1 

19.9 

1.0 


75.4 

24.2 

.3 


78.6 

21.2 

.2 


Agencies  Other  Thon  Extension  Relied  upon  for  Assistance 

The  1933  drta  indicate  that  papers  and  magazines  continue,  to  be  the 
chief  sources  of  information  outside  the  extension  service,  relative  to 
a*?;ri cultural  and  homo-economics  problems.   (Table  25.)   A  lower  percentage 
of  f.aniilies  reported  such  sources  of  information  relied  ii^oon  than  in  the 
1928  study,  due  no  doubt  to  the  enlarged  extension  staff  in  the  county. 
Own  experience*   neighbors,  and  the  radio  were  other  sources  of  information 
mentioned  by  a  substantial  percenta,-"i'e  of  the  families  interviewed. 
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TA3LE  25. —  Percenta^e^of   farms   and  homes   reiporting:  agencies 
other   than  extension  relied  on  for  assistance 


Agency 


Farm  problems : 

Papers   and  magazines,.  .....* 

Own  experience ■, 

Neighbors  and  friends 

Hadio 

State  department  of  agricultur^; 
Books ■ 


i^ercent 


Commercial  firms, 

College 

Dealers , 

Veterinary 

Miscellaneous. . . , 
Any 


Home  problems : 

Papers  and  magazines, 

Radio 

Own   experience. ..... 

Neighbors . , 

Books , 

Miscellaneous , 

Any , 


1933 


Farm 


29,6 

8.6 
4.9 
6.4 
2.9 
1.7 
1.2 
1,0 


5.9 
48.8 


18.4 

4.2 

4.2 

.7 

3.7 
26.5 


J  Won- farm 


Percent 

12.6 

2.0 
1.2 

.6 

.9 
.6 

.6 


3.0 
21.1 


18.1 
3.6 
2.4 
1.2 


24.1 


___Total__ 
Percent 

24.7 

7.0 
3.8 
4.7 
2.3 
1.4 
.9 
.9 


5.0 
40.8 


18.3 

4.0 

3.6 

.9 

2.8 
25.8 


1928 


Farm 


Percent 

50.9 

25.9 

8.2 


5.1 


1.3 

.5 

7.4 

76.0 


24.8 

9.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.8 
34.0 


Suramary 

This  st.udj''  comDarea  the  progress  made  by  the  Cooperative  Extension 
Service  of  Ehode  Island  during  the  5-year  period  March  1928  to  March  1933 
with  the  progress  made  ;orior   to  March  1928. 

Data  from  408   farms  and  f  nrm  homes  and  from  155   rural   non-farm  homes- 
for  19  33   are  compared  with  data  collected  in  19  28  from  379   farms  and  farm 
homes   in   the   some  areas.      Increased  ntimbers  of  children  of  club  age  (10   to 
20  years)  were  foixid  on  farms  in  1933,   reflecting  less  opportunity  for 
employment  in  the  nearby  cities. 

More  farm-homes   were  Bqmpped  witn  radio   and  more  f.arm  nomes  weXv:;   situated 
on  improved  State  highways.     Membership   in  cooperative-marketing  orgaaiizations 
increased,,    and  membrrship   in  general   faiin  or.^anisations   decreased  during   the 
period  1928   to   1933. 


The   om-Dloyrnent   of  home  demonstration  a,;ents  on  a  county  basis  made 
possible   the  organization  of  an  increased  number  of  hone  demonstration  clubs. 

Extension  agents    contacted  more   rural  peojjle  during   the   5  year  period 
1928-33   than  during  the   entire  time   extension  y/ork  was  under  way  prior   to 
1928. 
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More  farr^ei's   and  more  farm  v/omen  reported  the  adoption  of  irn-proved 
practices   during  the  5-year  period  1928-3;5   thon  during   the  period  prior 
to   1928,      The  number  of  practices   changed  per  farm  or  hom.e  also   v:as   larger. 

Tlie   character  of   th-r.   extension  -orograi-n,    as     indicated  "by   the  nature 
of  the  practices   changed,    was  not   changed  materially  after  1928^ 

Farm  and  home  visits,    circular  It  ttojrs , '  iai'id  meetings  were   the  most 
imr^ortant  means   influencin;''  the  adoption  of  practices   during  the  period 
1928   to   1933  .just   as   in  the  period  ptior   to   1928.  . 

Participation  in  extension  activities   and  contacts  with   -xtension 
workers   remained  the  outstanding  factors   affecting  extension  aocomplishmcnt. 

The  vol^ome  of  4-H  club  work  and  the  influence  of  the  junior  result 
dem.onstration  uoon  adult  practices   increased  materially,    dus   to   the   avtiil- 
ahility  of  co-mty  club   regents. 

On   the  v.-hole   the  d'lta  presented  indicate   the  degree  of  -orogress 
possible  with  an  adequate   county   extension  personnel  working  consistently 
on  a  comrion  extension  -orogram.. 
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